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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . This action is responsive to the application filed on March 31 , 2001 . 



2. Claims 1-20 have been examined and remain pending with this action. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1 -3, 7-1 3, and 16-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 

unpatentable over Rangan (US 5,583,994 A) in view of Kahn et al. (US 6,574,628 B1 ). 

INDEPENDENT: 

As per claim 1, Rangan teaches a method for generating a publication, the 
method comprising: 

soliciting content from one or more content providers (see col.2, lines 17-19) in 
response to a user request to receive such content in accordance with a user-defined 
delivery schedule (see col.2, lines 35-39 & 54-58); and 
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receiving the content at a content repository in accordance with a publication 
schedule of the content (see col .2, lines 19-23 & 54-58 and col .8, lines 10-19) and 
delivering to the requesting user if the publication schedule differs from the user-defined 
delivery schedule (see col.2, lines 23-25; col.7, lines 30-32; and col.8, lines 26-32). 

Rangan does not explicitly teach of aggregating the content for subsequent 
delivery. Kahn teaches of aggregating content (see Fig.l 1 , #170 and col.8, lines 17- 
22). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to employ the teachings of Kahn within the system of Rangan by 
implementing aggregation of content within the method for generating a publication 
because although Rangan teaches of a single wide area server for transmitting the 
multimedia program, it is obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art that plurality of 
content providers exist. Therefore, the requested content would clearly be aggregated if 
received from a plurality of sources. 

As per claim 11, Rangan teaches a storage medium comprising a plurality of 
executable instructions which, when executed, implement an edit module to solicit 
content from one or more content providers (see col. 2, lines 17-19) in response to a 
user request to receive such content in accordance with a user-defined delivery 
schedule (see col .2, lines 35-39 & 54-58), to receive the content at a content repository 
in accordance with a publication schedule of the content (see col.2, lines 19-23 & 54-58 
and col.8, lines 10-19), and 
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to deliver to the requesting user if the publication schedule differs fronn the user- 
defined delivery schedule (see col.2, lines 23-25; col. 7, lines 30-32; and col. 8, lines 26- 
32). 

Rangan does not explicitly teach of aggregating the content for subsequent 
delivery. Kahn teaches of aggregating content (see Fig.1 1 , #1 70 and coL8, lines 1 7- 
22). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the tinne the 
invention was nnade to employ the teachings of Kahn within the system of Rangan by 
implementing aggregation of content within the program to solicit content from one or 
more content providers because although Rangan teaches of a single wide area server 
for transmitting the multimedia program, it is obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art that plurality of content providers exist. Therefore, the requested content would 
clearly be aggregated if received from a plurality of sources. 

As per claim 16, Rangan teaches a document delivery system comprising: an 
content repository, to receive content from one or more content providers in accordance 
with a content provider publication schedule (see col.2, lines 19-23 & 54-58 and col.8, 
lines 10-19); and 

an edit module, coupled to the content repository, to periodically collect in the 
content repository for delivery to a requesting user in accordance with a user-defined 
delivery schedule (see col.2, lines 23-25; col. 7, lines 30-32; and col.8, lines 26-32). 

Rangan does not explicitly teach of aggregating the content. Kahn teaches of 
aggregating content (see Fig.1 1, #170 and col.8, lines 17-22). 
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It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to employ the teachings of Kahn within the system of Rangan by 
implementing aggregation of content within the document delivery system because 
although Rangan teaches of a single wide area server for transmitting the multimedia 
program, it is obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art that plurality of content 
providers exist. Therefore, the requested content would clearly be aggregated if 
received from a plurality of sources. 

DEPENDENT: 

As per claims 2, 12, and 17, which depend on claims 1,11, and 16, respectively, 
Rangan teaches of further comprising: 

an edit module for compiling the received content into a document format (see 
coi.1, linel 6-20); and 

an edit module for delivering the formatted content in a user-defined form to the 
requesting user (see col.1 , lines 16-20 and coi.7, lines 40-46), 

As per claims 3, 13, and 18, which depend on claims 2, 12, and 17, respectively, 
Kahn further teaches wherein the edit module compiles the received content into a 
document format by formatting the received content within a publication to denote a 
chronological order in which the content was received (see col.1 7, lines 14-20). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to employ the teachings of Kahn within the system of Rangan by 
implementing compiling the received content into a document format by formatting the 
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received content within a publication to denote a clironological order in which the 
content was received, within the method, program, and system, respectively, because 
Kahn teaches that that such function is an example of a user preferences which can be 
applied and thus provides added functionality to the system. 

As per claim 7, which depends on claim 1, Rangan further teaches wherein 
soliciting content from one or more content providers comprises: sending a subscription 
request to one or more content providers requesting the content in accordance with the 
publication schedule of the content provider (see col.1, lines 16-26). 

As per ciaim 8, which depends on claim 1 , Rangan further teaches wherein 
soliciting content from one or more content providers comprises: periodically issuing 
requests to the content providers for content on behalf of the requesting user (see col .3, 
lines 42-45). 

As per claim 9, which depends on claim 8, Rangan further teaches wherein the 
period is determined by the publication schedule of the content provider(s) (see col.2, 
lines 36-39). 

As per claim 10, which depends on claim 8, although Rangan does not explicitly 
teach wherein the requests are issued daily, this difference is only found in the 
nonfunctional descriptive material and is not functionally involved in the steps recited. 
Thus this descriptive material will not distinguish the claimed invention from prior art in 
terms of patentability, see In re Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381, 1385, 217 USPQ 401, 404 (Fed. 
Cir. 1983); In re Lowry, 32 F.3d 1579, 32 USPQ2d 1031 (Fed. Cir. 1994). 



Application/Control Number: 09/805,667 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2155 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the tinne the invention was made to issue requests according to any interval because 
such data does not functionally relate to the steps of the method claimed and because 
the subjective interpretation of the data does not patentably distinguish the claimed 
invention. 



4. Claims 4-6, 14-15, and 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rangan (US 5,583,994 A) and Kahn et al. (US 6,574,628 B1) as 
applied to claims 2, 12, and 17 above, and further in view of Yost et al. (US 6,269,393 
B1). 

As per claims 4, 14, and 19, which depend on claims 2, 12, and 17, respectively, 
Rangan and Kahn do not explicitly teach wherein the edit module delivers the 
aggregated content by sending the formatted publication, along with a print instruction, 
to printing device designated by the requesting user. Yost teaches of sending the 
formatted publication, along with a print instruction, to printing device designated by the 
requesting user (implicit: see col .5, lines 7-10). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to employ the teachings of Yost within the system of Rangan and 
Kahn by implementing sending the formatted publication, along with a print instruction, 
to printing device designated by the requesting user within the method, program, and 
system, respectively, because Yost teaches that that such function is an example of a 
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user preferences which can be applied and thus provides personalized functionality to 
the systenn (see Yost: col .4, lines 44-51 ). 

As per claim 5, which depends on claim 4, Yost further teaches wherein the print 
instructions designate a time for printing the publication (see col. 6, lines 48-51 and 
col.7, lines 51-53). 

As per claims 6, 15, and 20, which depend on claims 2, 12, and 17, respectively, 
Rangan and Kahn do not explicitly teach wherein the edit module delivers the 
aggregated content by sending the formatted publication to one or more electronic 
mailboxes designated by the requesting user. Yost teaches of edit module delivers the 
aggregated content by sending the formatted publication to one or more electronic 
mailboxes designated by the requesting user (see col. 5, lines 7-10). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to employ the teachings of Yost within the system of Rangan and 
Kahn by implementing delivering the aggregated content by sending the formatted 
publication to one or more electronic mailboxes designated by the requesting user 
within the method, program, and system, respectively, because Yost teaches that that 
such function is an example of a user preferences which can be applied and thus 
provides personalized functionality to the system (see Yost: col .4, lines 44-51 ), 
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Conclusion 



5. For the reasons above, claims 1-20 has been rejected and remain pending. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael Y. Won whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3993, The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th: 7AM-5PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on 571-272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Michael Won ^ /I /)/? /) 




SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 




February 2, 2006 



